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implied in any inquiry. The distinction between the modern
sociological inquiry and the primitive inquiry lies in the greater
curiosity of the primitive inquirer. He wants to know not only
the efficient cause of behaviour, but the final cause. Why should
events be ordered in the way they are? The most natural
answer is because either one or many unseen beings desire that
events should work out as they do. Later, he begins to wonder
why these supernatural beings have these desires. The only way
in which he can understand their desires is by analogy with his
own. Thus the purpose and meaning of natural events are
explained by analogy with the purposes and meanings which
the human mind and reason understand. Here perhaps we may
find the clue to the difference between sociology and non-
sociology. The interest of the latter (or traditional) inquiry
into social phenomena is in their explanation in terms of Mind.
The human soul is the centre of interest. The sociological
inquiry, on the other hand, looks upon Mind as no more than
one of the phenomena under investigation. If natural social
phenomena are the consequence of mental activity it is natural
to explain them in terms of purpose or end conceived by a
mind that can transcend the here and now, but if mind itself
is treated as but another temporal phenomenon explanation
has to be in terms of efficient causality or of laws which sum up
more sequences of events.

The success obtained by Galileo and Newton when they let
the facts unfold their own story, instead of forcing the facts to
fit into a pre-thought-out plan was, we know, phenomenal.
We have seen that no time was lost in applying this method to
human and social behaviour. But there was little agreement
as to how the new method could be applied.

The purpose of social science, even more than physical science,
is pragmatic. However much man may be made an object of
science, his good remains the main stimulus to scientific inquiry.
Can that good itself be discovered by experiment? The English
Utilitarians thought it could. Science shows that man acts only
for pleasure. On the basis of that one induction, a social theory
as deductive and abstract as any which had preceded it was